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1HITED ETATES DISTRICT COURT
WESTERH DISTEICT OF WASHINGTOH
AT SEATTLE
UHTTED STATES OF AMERICA, }
)
Plaintifr, 3 NE. 9213
by
V. 3 CRDER REGARDING STATUS
} CONFERENCE OF JUHRE 10,
STATE OF WASHINGTON, et al., } 1993
}
Daterdants. }
}

HAVING conducted a scatus conference with &ll counsel on

Thursday, Juns 10, the court finds and rules &8 follows:

Eropgsed "Sunmet opderx®. The court declines to enter
the proposed "Sunsst Order” lodged on April 12, 1553, and will

1993,

1.

retain jurigdiotion over this case.
¥alldity of Prior Orders.

this case ehall remaln in full force and effect, unleds express=

2. Ordecs previously entered in

1y modified by this court.

3. Fi1 (=]} . Naw subprocesdings may ha

filed with the court in the mannar speaified in tha court’a

previove orders. The court will review the procedures speclified

ORDER

Paga -1-

v

aF




A TT
[Ame BiET)

1%

16

17

18
1%

a1

¥

23

24

25

in paragraph 25 of tha injunctioh &ntered by Judgée Boldt on
March 22, 1974, 384 F, Supp. 312, 419 (W.D. Wn. 1974}, and
determine what modifications are raguired in the procedura for
filing, and for responding to, new raguestes Tor determination.

The court ill not raquira the payment of filing feesx upan
the filing of new subprocesdlngs.

The Clark shall file ag “"Subpreoceeding No. 93-1" tha "Ra-
quest for Datersination of Upper Skagit Indian Tribe for Addi-
ticnml Usual and Accustomad Fishing Places™ lodged on April 30,
1983, Opposing partiss shall file a response to new subprocsed-
ings, including %3-1, within 20 days of the filing date rather
than withip 7 days as pravioualy raeguired.

4, Case Managemant Frocedursas. ALl future proceedinge in
thid caae will be governsd by the Faderal Rulez of Civil Proce—
dure and the lecal rules of this court. The Clark will maintain
a separate Cile and a seaparate cowputer docket for aach aubpro-
caeding., Counsal shall file a notice of appaaranca in aach
subproceseding in which thay wish te participate. This applies
te all subproceedings currently pending as well as all thoss
filed in the future. But all parties 1n this came will be pound
by all rulings in the subproceedings whether or not counsel have
filad noticas of appearance in particular subprocesdings.

The court will enter zeparate pratrial and trial achaduling
arders in sach subprodeeding, including those currently pending.
Onca a subproceading is filed, the ceurt will not stay the

matter except upon A strong showing of need.
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Ereposal by Farxtics for Additional Frocedypes. Counsel

are directead te submit to the court, no latar than July 12,

1923, propased procedursd addrassing four lesues llsted helow.

Aa to anch, the proposal should alther ba fully agrasd upon by

all counsel, or should ldsntify the areds of agresmant Arud

disagreesment, With a statement of the parties’ positions,

{a)

{1

(&)

{d)

Altsrnative Disputs Resolutian {"ADR"). The partias
should submit a detailad propogal for an ADR procadure
to be employed prior to the £iling of a subprocesding
with the court.

Special Master. This proposal should address the rale
a spacial master would play as waell as the weans of
compeneation, and should include suggasted nanes,
Ensrgenoy Adjudications. The parties should suggest
speedy but fair proceduras for dealing with dlsputes
which must be rasclved without delay.

Paragraph 2%. The parties zshould addrass whether
paragraph 25 of Judge Boldcfe order of March 23, 1874

should be apendad or completely resritten.

DATEG at Seattle, Waghington this 2ind day of June, 1%93.
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